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Beer Art, 


Afto- reading ti» Columbia piece, I suggest yea restrict yourself to 
e 1 tter, for it really 11203 ycu only to balance the proper attach on Phelan and 
Synas^rrth, carefully understating their partial petion in the cose cf ^investigators 
for t :a: defenae. S Suggestion 2 

uhen I read, ”In theory, raws reporting is an exercise in observation 
and evaluation, performed dispassionately", signed by 0 Tijne staffer, TIVE, of ill 
things, T sm reminded of the biblical injunction about the; costing of lotes. 


’••"her it is a critique of reporting onxt be A T en Orleans trial, part of 

the J H'K assassination investigations, and in signed by a Baltimore fun reporter, 

end x know moat of the writing in this subject has been dene by o man in their 

^/-o 

territory not one of Those books has been ra pcrW i — b y that paper *• particularly 


his book on tee Her; Orleans evidonce, the cal y book on that pert cf tua czsez 
assassination inquiry - I wonder what "evaluation'* and "dl.cpeesion* really moan 
to soma reporters. 

And v hen I then reed that ABC- Washington* s ^ohn Scali "served cs an 
unofficial courier during the Cuban missle crisis...c.t the request of the Russian 
embassador" (which is not true), I wonder about accuracy in reporting - end the 
total failure of your contributory Roger M, Williams [Tim -Atlanta) and L/Iuchael 
Parka (Baltimore hq/J g t in 3ny ;;ay indicate the complete failure cf tin v.crking 
pi'eas to in any my indicate the major disclosures about federal dishonesty in 
the Warren %port made by government vvitnnesseo vho were also Clay Shaw’s. 

There is legitimate c •iticiam. of the performance of the working press 

In the Garrison case. It. is that they did not report, even indicate, the destmetion 

of federal integrity in the investigation of John Kennedy’s murder thst is no?:, 

for tho first time, a matter of court record. Under cross -exend notion, it i 3 now 

established fact that the government never tried to find out what happened in 

seeing 

Dallas, contenting itself instead with seeking to no VaTSv possible Oswald alone 
could have been tho assassin. That should have been news, ^t wasn f t. 


I hud known and liked Garrison. That he extended e courtesy aS to 




$ 


ire is not unique in the friendships between public officials end reporters, ncr 
it is .irons, unethical cr in any ether way subject to proper criticism# 

To quote mo as say ins "But I h??e tried to vrelk a fir ight line", in 
ycur context, is false snd defecatory, making it seems ns though , in practise I 
did not. 


A reporter ia properly judged on tue copy he files, no tiling else. 
O nloss you esn show - os 1 defy you to - that my reporting was other than honest 

s' 

ana impartial, you owe your readers, if net me, an apology for y^^4xexci30 in 
futility^ by two of its victims* 
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The fact is the Sun never rep6i fcsd the appearance of^any of my 


bonks. They delayed reviewing the first until they could include .j number of 
others with it and assigned the review to a partisan# Their reporters cm suited 


me regularly, several times caking to conduct what amounts tc seminars for them, 

o 

got backgroundings et 2 a.m. with fair frequency, even got tc squeeze in a featyure, 
but no news roporting, not once. 

tfo, whether or not they err nice guys, where do Williams and Forks get 

off, throwing stones from thoir glass house? 

Natch, I don’t have to tell you about TIMS, snd thoir getting rid of 

■killings, LIFE senior editor, because he believed th 9 official cose s fiction, 

or f-heir sitting in the Z film, dehying anybody any meaningful access tc it. 

use 

If you do not £8 this or tho general suggestion, 1*11 act be of . ended# 
x t may be beat tc ignore the whole thing anyway. 

Best regards, 

FS you might offer to stack your reporting 
against theirs. 

Harold Peis berg 


